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505 SR o
CASE NO.: 03-5605E-BLW NATURE OF SUIT: FRAUD

CASE NAME: Chuck Wedde dba Pocatello Cab Company, vs. Lez{secomm, et al

PARTY SUBMITTING PLAN:

Plan has not been stipulated to, but is submitted by:

ATTORNEY: Curtis N. Holmes
REPRESENTING: Plaintiff

1. CASE MANAGEMENT TRACK:

Expedited Track

2. DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS FILING CUT-OFF DATE:

Plaintiff requcsts a date of April 30, 2004.

3. JOINER OF PARTIES & AMENDMENT OF PLLEADINGS CUT-OFF DATE:

Plaintiff requests a date of February 27, 2004,

4. ADR PLAN TO BE FILED WITH ADR COORDINATOR:

Plaintiff requests a date of April 30, 2004,

5. DISCOVERY PLAN PROPOSED. FEd.R.Civ.P.26(f):

a.

(1)
@)
(3)
(4)

Pre-Discovery Initial Disclosures Under Local Rule 26.2(a):

The parties should exchange information and make disclosures as described in
Rule 26(a)(1)(A) through 26(a)(1)(d) by March 31, 2004,

Parties’ Discovery Plan.

Oral Depositions: To provide notice of depositions in this case for completion
between May 31, 2004, and the discovery cut-ot date.

Written Interrogatories: May be served at any time on or before thirty (30) days
prior to the discovery cut-off date.

Requests for Production:  May be served at any time on or before thirty (30)
days prior to the discovery cut-off date.

Requests for Admission: May be served on or before thirty (30) days prior to
the discovery cut-off date.




DISCOVERY CUT-OFF DATE:
a. Plaintiff requests at fact discovery cut-off date of June 30, 2004.
b. Plaintiff request an expert discovery cut-off date ol July 31, 2004.

EXPERT TESTIMONY DISCLOSURES. Local Rule 26.2(b):

a. Plaintiff identify and disclose expert witncsses by April 30, 2004,

b. Defendant identify and disclose cxpert witnesses by May 31, 2004,

c. Either party shall disclose rebuttal expert witnesscs by June 15, 2004,

TRIAL DATE:
The date of the trial and pretrial conference will be scheduled at a trail
scheduling conference following the resolution of dispositive motions and the
conclusion of Court-supervised ADR,

ESTIMATED LENGTH OF TRIAL:
Plaintiff asserts that this is a typical civil case, and that a trial estimate of 2-3 days be sct.
A jury has been demanded by Plaintiff.

DATED this 2 ] day of January, 2004.
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